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May 9, 2006

Docket Cletk _
Fruit & Vegetable Programs AMS, U.S.D.A.
1400 Independence Avenue, SW
Mail Stop 0243
Wash.mgton DC 20250-0243
Re. Docket Numbez FVO6 1290 1PR
FR Vol. 71, No. 76, pages 20353-20357

To Whom It May Concern:

On behalf of the Agriculturétl Council of'the California, repreéenﬁrig"lﬁll : agﬁe:'i;lmal 'mhrketing,

bargaining, ‘supply’ atid” setvide' coopéfatives,” I'm  writing in’ respoﬂse to the-above referenced

proposed rule ‘felatingto’ the Specialty Crop Block Grant: Program. My orgamzauon represents

cogperatives that process; pack and/ of market a number of fresh prc)cessed dr1ed and frozen
‘ ,513'ec1¢uity’‘cro]{)productsE : B e

We ‘cotnmend the' Agric'ultl_ifal"szrkeﬁ'r‘i’g Service for proposing a regulation that is intended to
ificredse the competitiveness of specialty crop agiticulture in the U.S.A.:We'understand the ‘delicate
balance that tiust be $tfiék in ofder to'maintain the requisite amcunt of flexibility but also have
sotne baseline rules‘orn the use of these federal doMars. Accordingly, we aré compélled to comment
on §1290.4(a), which deals with the eligibility of projects under the program and specifically provides
that piiotity be given to “fresh” specialty ctop projects.

. We strongly object to the specific reference to “fresh” because the wording gives one group of
specialty crop products (fresh matket) a priotity over other specialty crops that are canned, dred,
frozen or processed. We don’t understand the logic or need for this important distinction. Nor do
we agree with the need to provide preferential treatment for one particular category of specialty
crops " This’ ‘WOrding is even more problematic because nowhere in the statutory definition of
whethér they are’ canned,: dried,” frozen or in any other Wﬁv proceSSed Moteover, the authorlzmg
legislation; the Specialty Crop’ Compettttveness Act of 20.4 (7 USC. 1621) makes 0o such d.tsttncuon
npt confers dity priority on' “fresh’ speclalty Crops. : :

W believe that it was the intent of Congress to include all specialty crops in the new program. In
doing’ '§6; it wa's acknowledged ‘thiat “dried,  frozen “and processed products promde unpormnt
alternative thirKet'opporturities: for fresh comnimoditiés; and in maiiy instances; are the only' available
outlets. Giveri'the legislative histdty béhind the Act, We dén’t understafid why AMS is now seeking
to‘establish & priowity for “fresh”: Additionally, this attion directly conflicts with'the 2005 Dietary -
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Guidelines for Americans issued by USDA which recommends the consumption of a vatiety of
fruits and vegetables without distinguishing between fresh, frozen, canned or dried products. It also
ignores statements from numerous organizations including the American Dietetic Association and
Ammetican Institute for Cancer Research that canned and frozen fruits are as nutritious as fresh fruits,
sometimes even mote so.

The Agricultural Council believes that the Department’s emphasis should be promoting increased
fruit and vegetable consumption as patt of a well rounded nutritious diet for all Americans, and not
singling out one particular category of fruits and vegetables. It’s also contrary to sound public policy
to ceate a priotity for one type of specialty crop over another in a block grant progtam without
statutory authority. For these reasons, we respectfully request that this special priority for “fresh”
crops be removed from any final rule the agency seeks to promulgate.

Sincerely,

Donald G. Gordon Jt.
President



